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OFFICE OF PETITIONS 

DECISION REFUSING 
STATUS 

UNDER T' OF?. 1.47(a) 



This Decision is in response to a Petition Under 37 C.F.F. 1.47i'b), 

I: 1 i ; ! \.. : - ): : t< ;f- ,or which is being treated as a petition under 

7 CFR 1 . 4 /'a: , to allow the other inventor fs) to oroceed with the 

application v] behalf of himself or herself and the n ins i gn ing 

invei. tor . s : . A five -5; month extension of time is requested ' and 
is he rely i .or. e :1 . 

T h e i: e t i. t i •:■ n i s dismissed . 



Ru.o 47 app] Leant is given TWO (2) MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this decision to reply, correct :nq the below-noted deficiencies. 
Any ret: ly sh-ruld be entitled "Request for Reconsideration of 
Petition Under 37 3FR 1.47(a)", and should inly address one 
dor : c :encio= nioeo below, except that the reply may delude an oath 



: :.a rat : on exe:;ute:i by tne non-signing inventor. Failure to 



or i'-c: 

respond will result in abandonment of ' the 'application . Any 
extensions if time will be governed by 37 OFF. 1.130 (a;. 



2he alcove-identified application was filed on February 07 , 2002, 
without a fully executed oath or declaration. Accordingly, on 
I-^rch 02, 2Cr2 a "Notice ti File Missing Parts of Noriorov Lsional 



orio : c. i t : on 



neremat ter 



was mailed 



Pot- - 



: ' - - - n e i responds w 1 1 n \ petit ion , extension - : ■ 

ooin-.vsv and Declaration of Da -'ia L. Marks and Dawn M. Br: si: 
neremafter the "Marks /Br rsius Declaration"; . The Marks /B: 
De c ... a rat: ion avers, in relevant part, that the nens i cninc iro 
was sent a ropy o f t he above- i dent : f i °d aorlioa* : o~0 a* 



Application N r u 10/06^, 5' 



and Mo; (?) the petition fee; and (4) a statement of the last 
Known address of the non-signing inventor. 

As to item (1), the applicant has failed to establish that the 
nonsignir.g inventor was ever presented with the application for 
signature. The Manual of Patent Examining Procedure ("MPEP"; 
s t a t e s that 

A refusal by an invent :>r to sign an oath or 
declaration wren trie inventor nas rot been presented 
with the applicati.cn papers does not itself suggest that 
tne inventor is refusing ta join the application unless 
it is clear that the inventor understands exact!// what 
he or she is teing asked to si an and refuses to accept 
tne appl i rati : n papers. A :«:py of tne application papers 
should be sent to the last known address zf the 
nonsi-jning inventor, or, if tne .consigning inventor is 
represented by counsel, to the address cf^the consigning 
i n ve n t o r ' s a 1 1 •:■ r n e y . Emph a s l s s applied. 

MPEP 4 09. 0 3 (d) . 

As required by the MPEP, a copy of the application should be sent 
to tne last known address of the consigning inventor is). The last 
Known address should be the last known" residence at which tne 
invent. ir custornari.lv receives mail. See, MPEP 409.03 le) anj 
60:».0::. 

Petitioner must send a copy :>f the entire application, including 
the specification, claims and drawings, alone with the oath or 
declaration to the nonsi ::nm:r inventor at the last known address of 
the inventor before refusal zhn he alleged. 

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be 
addresse :1 as fall :>ws : 

by maiJ.: Commissioner far Patents 

Box DAC 

Washington, P. 1. 20211 



Telephone inquiries tonsernin; this matter should be directed to 
the undersigned at ;703) 30 5-0014. 



